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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 14-26 are pending. Claims 1-13 are pending. 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract should not 
exceed 150 words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

3. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

4. Remarks: regarding the claim language, a preamble is generally not accorded 
any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended 
use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble 
for completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to 
stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. 
Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). Further functional and an 
intended use, such as the use by different users, of the claimed invention must result 
in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is 
capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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6. Claims 20-24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 20, lines 4-5, it is unclear what is being set i.e. "setting on an operation of 
apparatus". It appears that part of the text is missing. Claim 26 has a similar 
problem. 

The remaining claims 21-24 fall with parent claim 20. 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. Claims 14-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Okude et al. 7,464,157 in view of Chu et al. 2005/0015644. 
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Okude et al. 7,464,157 teaches an apparatus control system by connecting a 
server 2; information panel 1 with a control section 15, display section 13, 
communications sections 1 1 and 12; and electrical equipment 3 such as a water heater 
(col. 5, lines 60-67) together. Okude also teaches implementation on computer 
medium (col. 1 , lines 1 1-22); exchange of information between the server, panel and 
equipment (fig. 2); confirming the state of the equipment and the communication state 
(col. 9, lines 17-23; col. 27, lines 18-30). Okude also teaches transmitting status 
information to the server (col. 10, lines 38-49). See the abstract; figures; col. 1, lines 
11-22; col. 3, lines 11-22; col. 4, lines 19-51; col. 5, lines 60-67; col. 8, lines 25-67; col. 
9, lines 17-23; col. 10, lines 9-49; col. 10, line 64 to col. 11, line 21; col. 12, lines 4-67; 
col. 17, lines 50-59; col. 18, line 67 to col. 19, line 5; col. 28, lines 18-27; col. 37, line 59 
to col. 39, line 8; col. 49, line 50 to col. 50, line 5; and the claims. 

Okude however does not state that setting are input by operators or state that 
the settings are displayed or specifically when a display occurs.. 

Chu et al. 2005/0015644 teaches a system which allows settings by a user 
(0006,0025, 0034, 0067), establishing communication between the device (0022) and a 
network, and allowing troubleshooting (0017, 0035). Chu also teaches status display 
(abstract, 0025) and use of a server 880.. See the abstract, numbered paragraphs 
0002, 0005, 0006, 0017, 0022, 0024-0025; 0031,0032,0034-0037, 0054, 0067-0074, 
and the claims. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Okude in 
view of Chu and allow manual settings of device settings and network settings and to 
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display the settings for troubleshooting as suggested by Chu et al. Further it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Okude in view of Chu to 
determine if the settings are incomplete and if not then troubleshooting occurs and the 
user is informed (0022) so that the problem can be corrected. 

Further it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Okude in view of Chu and not perform a display until power is supplied and a setting 
operation is performed so that power is not wasted. 

1 0. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Nagaoka et al. 2002/0180579 is of interest in the use of server 
and water heater system. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEVEN R. GARLAND whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3741 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert Decady can be reached on 571-272-3819. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Albert DeCady/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2121 



/Steven R Garland/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2121 
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